JIS JUVENILE AND CORRECTIONS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

MEETING MINUTES



May 27, 1999





Present:	Bruce Eklund, John Gray, Judy Higgins, Rawleigh Irvin, Mel Jewell, Fred Thompson, Ernie Veach-White, Deborah Yonaka, Dave Yount (Skagit Juvenile Probation), John Bauer, Norma Bryce, Susan Curtright, Alan Erickson, Allyson Erickson, Charlene Stevenson 



Absent:	Sharon Bell, Pam Daniels, Dave Guthman, Rena Hollis, Bill Holmes, Dave Johnson, Kathy Lyle, DMCMA Representative, Sentencing Guidelines Representative



APPROVE APRIL MEETING MINUTES



The minutes were approved.



PROJECT PLAN



Phase 1 Training Plan



CLJs and superior courts will be receiving a PowerPoint presentation which will be mailed prior to implementation.  Establishment of Benton/Franklin as a training facility for this phase is still progressing.



Phase 2 Training Plan Progress



Alan reported that he met with OAC administration and gained approval to proceed with the six-month training and implementation, which will not interfere with implementation of the probation phase.  Other training alternatives may be available for probation. 



A question was raised about training for those juvenile departments like Cowlitz and Pierce that currently input data into JUVIS, JIS, and SCOMIS and the training phases that target these staff members.  Alan responded that Client Services will need to work with local departments to assure that all staff members needing person database training receive instruction during Phase 1 based on actual work performed. 



Risk Assessment Review



Rawleigh reported on the progress of the quality assurance group that has been evaluating the risk assessment tool developed by Allvest.  He said they will be submitting a recommendation to the juvenile court administrators next month for a fast-track decision to stay with the current direction and Allvest in development of their product, send out an RFP to other vendors, or go with JIS and approach JRA for funds for risk assessment.  They want to go with JIS and he thinks they will.  His concern about the vendor is that they are not concerned about timing and are duplicating efforts of JCI.  



Alan noted that he and Charlene looked at the tool in Snohomish County.  What they learned is that there was nothing new.  They took JCI’s JAVA programmer to look at the tool and they were surprised at lack of polish in Version 2.  Dave Yount mentioned that there have been many problems in using this tool.  OAC is evaluating and sizing (based on the available risk assessment requirements documentation) what it would take to redevelop it as a risk assessment (and not probation case management) tool for JCI.  This could possibly leverage Phase 1 deliverables so that person data is available, and hooks could be developed to tie into criminal history and probation management later in Phase 2.



Work Group members noted that the long form risk assessment is in the process of being validated.  Part of the validation is to determine whether the assessment process and result predicts risk the way it was anticipated.  JRA wants to link service program funding to risk assessment outcome measurements.



	King County Participation



	Alan reported that he sent a letter to Mike Wilkins, Acting Director of DYS, regarding their participation and commitment in use of JCI.  John indicated that it received a positive response, and that a letter would be forthcoming from Mike. 



PROJECT ISSUE REVIEW



12�JCI archiving requirements

Archiving does not exist as a functional process in the current JUVIS.  That archiving is a system requirement for all other JIS applications raises a number of requirement questions about juvenile and adult probation data.  For example:  Does all JUVIS data, dating back to 1977, need to be converted to DB2?  What are the archiving rules for juvenile court and adult misdemeanant probation data?

Committee Input (01-14-98):  Yes, convert all current JUVIS data and then archive old data based on statutory and archivist requirements.

Committee Decision (05/27/99:  Exceptional data will be dealt with separately as part of conversion clean-up tasks.  Exceptional records, including destroyed, deleted, and sealed/search records for persons equal to or greater than age 27 will not be converted.��

76�New Issue: 01/20/99: Should there be a limit on number of Responsible Persons, and if there is what should be done if there is a warning?  How does person proceed if limit is reached?  John Storbeck will research.

Committee Decision 05/27/99: No limit needed, but provide a warning when: 

there are multiple responsible parties; and, 

if no responsible person is left after an N is entered. ��

80�Traditional unavailability of system training for new juvenile department employees and CLJ probation department employees results in decline of best practices and quality of system information.

Committee Decision 05/27/99:  Resolved based on OAC direction toward WEB-based training.��

81�Support of Host Explorer discontinued with JCI

Host Explorer has the ability to ‘script’ several actions.  Discontinued support of this product may cause a problem to some users.

OAC Decision 05/27/99: Charlene noted that this concern is resolved since we will be using Host Explorer.��

133�Preventing double entry of referrals.

If a non-offender petition with a case number is received by the juvenile department before a referral has been created in system, how can it be assured that two redundant referrals are not created---one by the system when the Clerk files the case and one by the juvenile department:

Work Group Proposal 02/23/99:  Establish a standard procedure for entering non-offender referrals – If a petition with a case number is received by the juvenile department before a referral has been created in system, the juvenile department will not create the referral, but will wait for the Clerk to file the case.

Committee Decision 05/27/99: Work Group proposal accepted.  Local juvenile departments and county clerks will need to coordinate and develop local procedures jointly.    Possible problem areas include:  material witness, shelter care, runaway (through interstate compact) referrals. ��

142�Business Rule for Maintaining Responsible Person for A Juvenile

Need a person business rule for changing the Responsible Person Flag on FRH.  What conditions must exist for a Y to be changed to a N, for a N to be changed to a Y?  Defaults support current JUVIS display on JIMU in JUVIS.

Committee Decision 05/27/99: Current practice is to assume parents are the responsible people most of the time.  No documentation is needed.  No rule is needed.  The JCI design with built-in defaults is adequate.��

149�JUVIS Person Conversion Clean-Up

Prior to phase 1 conversion: All JUVIS Sealed-Search records must me validated and scrubbed; Address data must be added.  Shall research and clean up efforts be focused on all such records, only those for persons under age 23, or only those for persons under age 27?  Statewide record counts are:

All Records: 5,044

Records for persons under age 27: 2,062

Records for persons under age 23: 956 

Committee Decision 05/27/99: Convert all Sealed/Search records for persons whose age is less than or equal to 27.

Shall expunge records in JUVIS be converted to JIS?

Committee Decision 04/28/99: No because these are destroyed and do not exist.

Work Group Decision 05/26/99:  Provide exception report for juvenile departments to determine if “expunged records should be deleted, destroyed, or sealed. 

Shall deleted records in JUVIS be converted to JIS?

Work Group & Committee Decision 05/27/99: Yes, for persons whose age is less than or equal to 27.  Provide exception report of all deleted records with referrals attached for juvenile department review and clean-up.

Shall destroyed records in JUVIS be converted to JIS?

Work Group & Committee Decision 05/27/99: Yes, for persons whose age is less than or equal to 27.��



WORK GROUP PROGRESS



Status Tracking



Charlene reviewed the Status Tracking screen (see Attachment 1).    Subcommittee will be mapping codes.  



Charlene explained that for detention, the screen will behave the same but will be for episodes to track associated cases/referrals. 



Charlene noted that the Committee had asked for a screen showing referral activity for status information across referrals, the proposed Status Tracking Individual (STI) screen in Attachment 1; however, when presented to the Workgroup, they said it would not be helpful.  Instead, they requested a summary screen of referral information, case information, primary charge and latest status for charge across all referrals for a person.  



GUI Screens



Charlene then reviewed the GUI screens (see Attachment 2).

 

Conversion



Charlene distributed and reviewed several documents related to conversion, including: 

Attachment 3, JCIP Data Conversion, Phase 1 - Sealed Control Number Relationship Verification, Conversion of Sealed Data, Support for Seal, Unseal, Destroy Processing.

Attachment 4, JCIP Data Conversion, Phase 1 - May Work Group.

Attachment 5, JCIP Phase 1 Data Conversion – Data Analysis of A010 Juvenile Name Data & Court Involvement in Pre-Conversion Data Clean up.

Attachment 6, JCIP Data Conversion, Phase 1, May Work Group – Active Data with No Address.



The Committee discussed current sealing practices in JUVIS and problems that have occurred when the last county of jurisdiction seals a record, but other counties also have referrals.  There will be a new, easier procedure for sealing records during Phase 1 that will subsequently update JIS.

WORK GROUP PROPOSAL:  Provide a warning if there are referrals in other counties when destroying and sealing a record.

COMMITTEE RESPONSE:  Work Group proposal accepted.



Alan noted that only sealed person records will be converted in Phase 1 and that sealed referral records will be converted during Phase 2.  After Phase 2 implementation, cases will be sealed by the Clerks which will, in turn, seal all related referrals. 



5.	NEXT MEETING DATES



June 29

August 12



Alan said that there will be three one-day, hands-on sessions in Olympia July 26-28 for the JCI Work Group, Person Database Committee and District/Municipal Court Advisory Committee to review the Phase 1 screens.  He noted that JCI Committee members are also welcome to attend one of these sessions if they are interested. �Case Management ‘Status’ Tracking





Status Tracking



Juvenile Referral Tracking



Track progress for each cause or offense at the juvenile referral level.



Detention Episode Tracking



Track progress for each cause or offense at the juvenile detention episode level.



Probation Referral Tracking



Track progress for each cause or offense at the probation referral level.





Subcommittee Tasks



Map old JUVIS codes to new JCI Structure



Determine which status and outcome codes appear on the tracking screen



Determine which type of tracking is applicable (referral, detention, probation) 



Map SCOMIS, DISCIS, and CAPS triggers to JCI case management status and outcome codes



�Old JUVIS to New JCI Structure



JUVIS Codes						JCI Codes

�Referral Reason (Appendix 5)				Management Status [Tracking Screen?]

�Intake Decision (Appendix A8)				Outcome	    [Tracking Screen?]

�Disposition (Appendix 13)				Condition of Outcome	

							Law Table		

							Cause Codes

Admission (Appendix 31) [Detention]			Not Converted

Alert (Appendix 32) [Detention]

End Status (Appendix 33) [Detention]

Pre-Detention Hearing (Appendix 39) [Detention]

Type (Appendix 40) [Detention]



Definitions



“Status” refers to milestones in a referral (a proceeding was held, a petition filed, sentence imposed, decline of jurisdiction, etc.).



	Should all status codes appear on the tracking screen?



WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes.



“Outcome” refers to a result achieved in a proceeding (guardianship denied, diversion agreement signed, finding of guilty, etc.) or a process. 



Some outcomes will appear on the tracking screen. 



WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  All outcomes should be a status. The nature of an outcome was clarified.  An outcome is a decision that resolves an issue.  This decision need not be made in a hearing.  Outcomes can trigger probation referrals.  Outcomes can have associated conditions.



“Condition of Outcome” refers to the details of an outcome (anger management ordered, custody to mother, etc.).  



Conditions do not appear on the tracking screen.



DISCUSSION:  The difference between a status and an outcome is that status is a milestone; outcome includes conditions.



Some codes, such as “diversion agreement signed,” could reflect both a status (i.e., milestone) and an outcome.  









�JUVIS to JCI Mapping Examples

				Code	 	Tracking

JUVIS Referral Reason (App. 5)	Type		Screen	 Referral Detention  Probation

1960 ARY petition filed		Status		Yes	Yes		No	? 

1993 ARY disposition hearing	Status		Yes	Yes	    Yes	    	?

Intake Decision (App. 8)

100 Diversion outside juvenile	Status		Yes	Yes	     ?		?

       court

126 Diversion agreement extended	Outcome	Yes	Yes			

220 No probable cause		Outcome	Yes	Yes			

215 CHINS petition filed		Status		Yes	Yes	

Disposition Codes (App. 13)

118 Declination hearing waived	Status		Yes	Yes	

130 Diversion rejected by		Outcome	Yes	Yes	

       diversion unit			

207 Decline of jurisdiction		Status		Yes	Yes	

					Outcome

113 Diversion terminated		Outcome	Yes	Yes	

637 Guardianship denied		Outcome	Yes	Yes

715 Diversion agreement signed	Outcome	Yes	Yes

199 Custody to parents		Condition	No

200 Fine				Condition	No

242 Anger management		Condition	No

724 Pre-adjudication/confinement	Condition	No	

       - foster care









What are the criteria for deciding if a status or outcome should be tracked for detention?







What are the criteria for deciding if a status or outcome should be tracked for probation?





�SCOMIS Trigger Examples



SCOMIS 	JCI

Code		Status		Description

INFO		INF		Information filed

AMINF	AMI		Amended information filed

DSPHRG	DHS		Disposition hearing scheduled

MT		MOT		Motion filed

OREXTJ	EXJ		Extended jurisdiction of the court

WRHC		WHC		Writ of Habeas Corpus

NACA		APP		Appeals







Stages of Disposition



How do we categorize entries on the tracking screen with respect to stage of disposition?



Is “pre-adjudication” versus “post-adjudication” sufficient?



Should we create an “adjudication” status code?  

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes.  Rena suggested that a proceeding code could be pulled from the SCOMIS Docket screen.



Do we need a more complex model with pre-filing, filing, resolution, completion, and closure?





�Proposed Screen Layout for JCI
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Addresses no requirement, general use

Screen Purpose

Initial entry into JCI environment.  This screen would appear after signing on to JIS and selection the option for JCI.

Functionality:

Application Name: Names the part of the application being accessed.

Menu Bar: Allows navigation using drop down menu selections.  

Tool Bar: Features and/or menu options most often used.

Anchor: Allow entry of specific case or name code.  Allows for a focal point of what is in workspace area.

Tree Info: Folders allow the system to be grouped for easy navigation.  By selecting a folder, the details

 will be displayed.

Work Space: Shows the screen detail of the selected detail folder.

Minimize Window: Remove application from immediate work area.

Restore Window: Make application available for work.

Close Window: Exit screen.

Design Issues:  A customizable tool bar is not feasible at this time because it involves development of many supporting tables.  The above panel is a single window.  With current OAC development there are no windows within a panel so separate areas of the panel are not independently controllable.
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�



�



�



�

���Screen Navigation via Menu Bar



Addresses No Requirement, General use process.

Screen Purpose:

Navigate in the system using a menuing structure.

Functionality:

Menu Navigation Options

  Various menus to get to different parts of the system.  If a menu has additional selections, an   

  Arrow (>) will appear after the option.  The current menu selections are below.

                  System Menu: Print information or exit system.

            Navigation Menu: Allows navigation to other JCI screen or other JIS screens.

      Administration Menu: Allow administration of tables that support an application.

                Window Menu: Allow special features to be available for a screen.

Design Issues: None

�

�

Screen Navigation via Tree Information



Addresses No Requirement, General use process.

Screen Purpose:

Navigate in the system using a tree structure.  



Functionality:

These allow the user to point in the workspace area and use the selected information to navigate to a different screen.  The names with the folders are called the branches of the tree while the names with the document are call leaves.  Some branches can have branches that have leaves.  Every branch should have at least one leaf.



If the text can not fit in the space provided, scrolling will be enabled.



Design Issues: None�



�

�



�



�

Search Entry Information



Addresses requirement sub-section: 1.2 a) Weighted name search w/ identifiers

	       3.1 a) Perform weighted name search

Screen Purpose:

Find a name, referral, or case in the system when the name code, referral number or case number exists, but is not known.









Functionality:

In order to find a name in the system; press the SEARCH Tool Bar button.  The above screen will allow the user to search for an individual, official, organization, school, service provider, or originating agency.  The search items vary depending on the search.  Order and results includes

Individual and a Juvenile Department

  Name, DOB, Sex, SSN, JUVIS#, Address, and Name Code

Individual and a CLJ, Superior Court, or Probation

  Name, DOB, DL# and State, SID, DOC, JUVIS#, SSN, Address, and Name Code

Officials and Organizations

  Name, address, end effective date, Name Code, and Phone Number

Service Provider

  Name, address, county, restrictions, end effective date, and Name Code

School

  Name, address, district Office, Name Code, and Phone Number

Originating Agency

  Agency Code, Agency number, and referral/case number 





�

Different types of searches can be done using the drop down box that defaults to ‘Individual’.  See screen Below for sample.



Once the search information is entered, press the search button on the search criteria screen.  All matching data is returned in the list below the area that the search info was placed.   



Design Issues:  None

�

�

Search Result Information

Addresses requirement sub-section: 1.2 a) Weighted name search w/ identifiers

	                3.1 a) Perform weighted name search

Screen Purpose

The result data is displayed.  



Functionality

View all data that matches search criteria.  Any column can be moved so similar results can be matched.  To get additional detail on any item in the list, select an entry and use the tree (or menu) navigation area.  The Tree can be expanded to get to a specific leaf.   



The scroll bars will be provided if there is additional data to view horizontally or vertically.



Design Issues

Is this format acceptable for searching entry and matching?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Change Search buttons to Find (consistent with CAPS and ACORDS)



Are the search criteria in a proper order?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  No; change to the following:

Individual and a Juvenile Department

  Name, DOB, Sex, JUVIS#, Address, City, State, Zip, SSN, Name Code

Individual and a Probation Department

  Name, DOB, Sex, DL# and State, Address, City, State, Zip, SSN, Name Code

Individual and a CLJ or Superior Court

  Name, DOB, DL# and State, SSN, Address, City, State, Zip, SID, DOC, JUVIS#, Name Code

Officials and Organizations

  Name, Address, City, State, Zip, Phone Number, End Effective Date, Name Code 

Service Provider

  Name, Address, City, State, Zip, Phone Number, County, Restrictions, End Effective Date, Name Code

School

  Name, Address, City, State, Zip, Phone Number, District Office, Name Code 

Originating Agency

 Agency Code, Agency Number, Agency Name, Phone Number, Referral/Case Number 



Should other columns be added for the searches?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes.  See #2.  



Is the Results # label visible under the table?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes.



Should there be a label listing which row has been selected? (i.e. Row 3 of 5 Selected).

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  No.



Would the end user easily determine that the tree must be opened and a leaf selected to view more data about their selection from the search table?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes.  Fred would still like the baseline to be highlighted after a name is selected.



Is the information easy to locate and follow?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes, but prefer a better way to offset the criteria entry line.

�

�

Search Result Information and Person Detail Page 1 



Addresses requirement sub-section: 1.2 e) Display identified name information

Screen Purpose

Display information about well-identified persons.  The navigation area can be changed to reflect any level of detail needed about a person.



Functionality

View person detail.  Can get additional address by pressing the ‘More’ button next to the address.  To get to Page 2 of the person information use the ‘Next’ button. Once page 2 is shown, the ‘Back’ button is available.  For Phase I and II, the ‘New’ and ‘Edit’ buttons will be disabled due to scope size of JCI.  



Design Issues

Is the information easy to locate and follow?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes.



Should items be in a different order or arrangement?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  	

Do not indent SSN; align with other fields.  

Make person detail fields consistent with data on green mainframe PER  screens.  

Data omitted from this panel, like county, country, resides with, etc.

ICWA is a one character flag; Ethnicity is a one character alpha value. 

Right-justify all text fields so labels appear next to data. 

New Requirement:  During filing referral or episode, if juvenile flagged as decline in Alerts, give a warning.  Decline status is an attribute of the juvenile.

		

Is a different screen needed?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  No.



Is the “More” button next to the Address field understandable?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes, but add an arrow  “>>”after “More”, or change the button text to “More Addr”. 

�

�

Search Result Information and Person Detail Page 2





Addresses requirement sub-section: 1.2 e) Display identified name information

Screen Purpose

Display information about well-identified persons.  The navigation area can be changed to reflect any level of detail needed about a person.



Functionality

View person detail.  To get to Page 1 of the person information uses the ‘Back’ button. Once page 1 is shown, the ‘Next’ buttons are available.  For Phase I and II, the ‘New’ and ‘Edit’ buttons will be disabled due to scope size of JCI.  



Design Issues

Is the information easy to locate and follow?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes.



Should items be in a different order or arrangement?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Work phone field should be large enough to accommodate an extension (consistent with database size and mainframe screens).



Is a different screen needed?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  No.





�

Search Result Information and Address



Addresses requirement sub-section: 1.2 l) Display address history

Screen Purpose

 Display or update information about an address.



Functionality

To add a new address, press the ‘New’ button.  Once pressed, a blank window will appear to allow the user to enter the address information.  To edit an address, select the address from the list then press the ‘Edit’ button.  The address window will be displayed filled with the information from the selected address.  The ‘Next’ and ‘Back’ buttons will remain disabled.



Design Issues

Are other fields required on the display list?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Resides with.



We propose adding a secondary window for all maintenance screens. Is this method of adding and editing information acceptable?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE: Yes, add blank address line at bottom of pop-up table so edit and add can use the same screen.  Add tabbing into each column.



Can this method be used throughout the JCI application?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes.



Would you prefer to have all the address detail information available from this list and edit from this screen?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:   Yes.



We propose all screens have the ‘New’, ‘Edit’, ‘Next’, ‘Back’, and ‘Help’ buttons.  These buttons will only be enabled when appropriate (including security for user).  Is that acceptable? 

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  Yes.



Are there any additional buttons needed as a standard?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE: Need capability to print screen.  Find out CAPS method for printing screen.



New Issue: Finish button should be added to each screen that uses the Wizard functionality.  The ability to add information to the system without completing subsequent pages must be provided.  This means the most important information must be located on page 1 of any Wizard.  Page 2 will have optional information.  



�Review of the Following pages of Attachment 3 were tabled until the June 30 Work Group meeting.





�

Search Result Information and Cause/Offense Information



Addresses requirement sub-section: 1.1 c) Display matter (RCW or Code)

					      1.3 d) Display matter (RCW or Code)

				                3.3 e) Display unlimited referral reasons for an episode

Screen Purpose

Display information about a cause/offense.



Functionality

View cause and or offense information for a referral.



Design Issues

Are other fields required?

Is the data easy to locate?

How would you like to see Allegation/Finding displayed inside this panel? Perhaps place them on another panel?

�

�

Search Result Information and Participants



Addresses requirement sub-section: 1.3 e) Entry and update of participants on a referral



Screen Purpose

Display information about referral participants.



Functionality

 Show names associated with a referral.  Can also add unidentified person to a referral.



Design Issues

Will participants be display only, as is Cause&Offense?

Are there any other necessary pieces of information required for display?

�

Referral Tracking



�





Addresses requirement sub-section: 1.7 c) display of status information



Screen Purpose

Ability to track information for a referral cause/offense 



Functionality

 Show tracking information for a referral of detention episode.  



Design Issues

Should the screen look and behave similar to the mainframe-tracking screen?

What information would be useful for navigation in the referral folder?

Should subfolders be available? What would they contain?

There are two types of histories indicated on this screen. One refers to history for a line item, the other is for the referral. Should two terms be created for each type of history? If so, what shall we call them?

Should the same folders and subfolders be available for detention?





�JCIP Data Conversion

Phase I

SEALED Control Number Relationship Verification,

Conversion of SEALED Data,

Support for SEAL, UNSEAL, DESTROY Processing









Purpose

The purpose of this document is to provide an understanding regarding various aspects of the Phase 1 conversion.  This includes discussions on the sealed-to-search control number identification and the courts’ role in this process, how sealing, unsealing, destroying, and deleting will be supported after the Phase 1 implementation, and a review of the bridging mechanism.





Introduction

This document will address four areas pertinent to the subject of sealing and unsealing.  The areas are:

Recognize and define need.

Produce reports to assist courts in control number identification process.

Conversion of old to conform to new.

Application modifications to support new and some processing examples.

Examples will be shown to assist in understanding what is happening.





Recognize and define need

As part of JCIP Phase 1, a selected copy of the JUVIS person database will be converted to the JIS person database.  Only data with real names will be converted to the JIS person database (if the juvenile person name field contains a value of SEALED, DESTROYED, DELETED, EXPUNGED, or TEST, it will not be converted as part of Phase 1). Conversion of real name data includes the conversion of the parent data record (create parent JIS persons and link them to the juvenile) and the alias data record (create alias JIS persons and link them to the juvenile).  Successful conversion of the real name data means the data will exist, simultaneously, in two systems.



The JIS person database system will then become the system from which new persons are added or existing persons are maintained and updated.  When changes are made to the JIS person database, corresponding changes will be made to the JUVIS person database.  JUVIS screens and processes that now allow a court to create or update person data will be modified to make all person related data fields protected and inaccessible.



Maintaining the same data in two systems has a direct impact on the ability to seal, unseal, destroy, and delete records.  Proposed additional modifications to the JUVIS screens and processes include repositioning some of the screen content and adding a line whereby a court would select an “action” to be performed; actions would be seal, unseal, destroy, or delete.



The proposal to facilitate the orderly control of processing, maintain data integrity between the JUVIS and JIS person databases, and continue to support the court need to seal, unseal, destroy, and delete records requires that the courts identify all control numbers involved in all sealed control number relationships.



According to the JUVIS procedures regarding sealing, there may be two or three, and in some cases, four control numbers involved with a set of sealed records.

When the records involve offender, only, referrals, there should be one control number for the sealed data and one control number for the search record.

When offender and dependency data exists, there should be one control number for the original or dependency referrals, one control number for the sealed offender referrals, and one control number for the search record.

In either case, there may be one additional control number involved in conditions where a new referral needs to be recorded before the sealed records are unsealed.



The primary basis of this proposal to support seal, unseal, destroy, and delete processing is the identification and verification of those sealed control number relationships.  The verified sealed control number relationships will be used to “re-align” the JUVIS data, to support conversion, and to support the seal, unseal, destroy, and delete processing after the Phase 1 implementation.



Sealed control numbers whose control number relationships cannot be verified will not be converted.



To assist the courts in this sealed control number relationship identification process, OAC will generate various reports in an attempt to group related control numbers.

WORK GROUP RESPONSE: Ok.



Produce reports to assist courts in control number identification process

An extract of all records with a name containing the word “SEALED” plus the associated sex, birth date, and control number is matched, by birth date, against an extract of all records with an owning county code of 42 plus the associated sex, birth date, and control number.



According to the RECORDS MANAGEMENT section of the JUVIS Procedures Manual, the court is supposed to create a search record after sealing the original records.  The search record contains a real name and is distinct in that is has an owning county code of 42 and is supposed to have the identity of the county doing the sealing noted in the juvenile address field.  Most search records did contain the county identity in either the juvenile address or comment field.



These reporting processes attempt to derive the county code from the contents of the search record address or comment field.  In most cases, this was successful.  However, there were 640 plus records where the owning courts could not be determined from the address and comment field.



These reporting processes use the sealed record owning county code and the search record owning county code, as derived from the address or comment field, to also group the data by court.  Multiple reports are generated and include:

SEALED records with matching Name Search birth date.

SEALED records with no SEARCH records.

SEARCH records with no SEALED records.

Name Search records with no derived county code.



A court may receive up to four reports depending on the data.  Due to variations in how data may have been entered, processes behind these reports may not be able to identify all possible records.  For example, differences in birth dates between a sealed record and a search record will cause the records to be missed by this report.



SEALED records with matching Name Search birth date – a birth date grouping had at least one sealed record and at least one search record.  In some cases, there are equal multiples of sealed and search records possible meaning more than one person had the same birth date and each person has sealed records.  There may also be cases where there are more sealed records than search records or more search records than sealed records.



As part of the sealing procedure, only the juveniles’ sex and birth date is retained in the sealed record.  All other identifying information (juvenile name and address, father and mother name and address, and juvenile alias names) has been removed.  The search record contains only the juveniles’ name, sex, and birth date.  The search record address or comment field usually contains the name of the county doing the sealing.  The lack of an address presents a problem because, in to create a properly defined JIS defendant record, there needs to be at least three identifiers.  Sealed JUVIS data two identifiers; a name and a birth date.  What is missing is an address.  This item is identified in the next section.



What is the courts’ job relative to records found on this report?

It will be the courts’ job to verify that each pairing is valid.  That is, for a birth date grouping, verify that the name appearing on the records indicated as and preceded by the word “SEARCH=” is, in fact, the name on file for the record or control number indicated as and preceded by the word “SEALED=”.  A line of dashes separates each birth date grouping.

If the pairing is verified it is sufficient to simply draw a line connecting the two control numbers.

When a grouping has multiple sealed and search records, but an equal amount of each, the court must verify which sealed control number belongs to which search control number.  When a pair of numbers are verified, circle the numbers and connect them with a line.

Where there are multiple but unequal numbers of sealed and search records, the court must attempt to verify which sealed belongs with which search, circle each, and connect them with a line.

For those search records that have been verified, the court must also update the search record by entering the real address of the juvenile in the search record address field.  If the address field contains the name of the county that sealed the records, move that information to the comment field.



For those that have no paired records, the court may have to perform extra research to determine why these records exist without a matching record.  A simple notation as to the condition would serve the purpose.



The important thing to remember, and the entire purpose of this report and how the courts confirm the numbers, is that it will control which sealed and search records get converted.



Records that can be verified will be converted.



Records than cannot be verified will not be converted.



What will happen to SEALED records that cannot be verified?

As previously mentioned, these records cannot be converted because the identity of the real person associated with the sealed records cannot be determined and, therefore, no JIS person record can be created.  These records will continue to exist in the JUVIS system and they pose no problem until a court has a need to unseal such a record.  Unsealing these types of records will be performed as follows:

There would be a special version of the JIMU process whereby the court would mark JIMU the sealed record, mark the unseal action, and also enter the search record control number.  But first, the court would create the juvenile person record in the JIS person database and note the assigned control number.  If the court felt it necessary, it could also create the mother and father persons and link them to the juvenile and create the alias person(s) and link them to the juvenile.  Then, the court would go to JUVIS and access the sealed record using the special version of JIMU, mark the unseal box, and also enter the control number for the juvenile record just created in JIS.  Although this is somewhat of a tedious approach, it would work and these should be rare occurrences.

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Recommend to the JCI Committee that that this process not be created.

COMMITTEE RESPONSE 5/27/99:	Do not create the above process.  For these rare occurrences, the record can be re-created manually.



b)	SEALED records with no SEARCH records – these are records for which no search record existed as determined from the county and birth date grouping process.



Possible causes of this condition include:

Search record entered with different birth date; unfortunately, this report process is somewhat inflexible with regards to date matching.

Search record was created but not with an “owning county code” of 42.  This reporting process expects that search records have an “owning county code” of 42 as stated in the sealing procedure.

The court created the search record but did not annotate the juvenile address or comment field with the court name or county code.  There were 640 plus records which contained an “owning county code” of 42 but the address and comment fields did not contain the court name or code.  It is possible some of the search records corresponding to these “SEALED WITH NO SEARCH” records resides in this 640 plus group of records.

The court never completed the sealing process; that is, they sealed the original record but were disrupted and failed to create the search record.



What is the courts’ job relative to records found on this report?

It will be the courts’ job to attempt to find a search record for the sealed record.  It is possible some of these may be found in the Name Search records with no derived county code report.  Some search records appear on this report because their county code could not be derived from the address or comment fields.

If a record on the Name Search records with no derived county code report is verified as the search record for one of the sealed records on this report, write the control number of that Name Search records with no derived county code record on this report (next to the sealed control number).



Sealed records that cannot be verified to a search record will not be converted.

WORK GROUP RESPONSE: Ok.



What will happen to SEALED records that cannot be verified?

This is a reiteration of the statements made in the previous report category where sealed records cannot be verified to a search record.  These records cannot be converted because the identity of the real person associated with the sealed records cannot be determined and, therefore, no JIS person record can be created.  These records will continue to exist in the JUVIS system and they pose no problem until a court has a need to unseal such a record.  Unsealing these types of records will be performed as follows:

There would be a special version of the JIMU process whereby the court would mark JIMU the sealed record, mark the unseal action, and also enter the search record control number.  But first, the court would create the juvenile person record in the JIS person database and note the assigned control number.  If the court felt it necessary, it could also create the mother and father persons and link them to the juvenile and create the alias person(s) and link them to the juvenile.  Then, the court would go to JUVIS and access the sealed record using the special version of JIMU, mark the unseal box, and also enter the control number for the juvenile record just created in JIS.  Although this is somewhat of a tedious approach, it would work and these should be rare occurrences.

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Recommend to the JCI Committee that that this process not be created.

COMMITTEE RESPONSE 5/27/99:	Do not create the above process.  For these rare occurrences, the record can be re-created manually.



c)	SEARCH records with no SEALED records – these are records for which no sealed record existed as determined from the name, owning county code, and birth date grouping process.  



Basically, these records appear to be of little value since they are orphans.  There is no associated sealed record as determined by this county code and birth date matching process and there should be no referral data attached to these records.



In the JIS person database, when person records become orphaned, a utility process periodically searches for and deletes such records.



In like manner, the Phase 1 conversion process will search for and delete these orphaned search records.  The purpose of this search and delete process is to reduce confusion between the JIS and JUVIS person databases after the Phase 1 implementation.



Possible causes of this condition include:

Sealed record was subsequently destroyed.  This is the most likely reason for the orphaned search records.

Search record was created in error.



What is the courts’ job relative to records found on this report?

This report is the compliment of the SEALED records with no SEARCH records report.

If a court had no records identified in the SEALED records with no SEARCH records report, with the exception noted below, the contents of this report could be ignored unless the court chooses to pursue investigating the records.

If a court had records identified in the SEALED records with no SEARCH records report, it is remotely possible that a sealed record found in the SEALED records with no SEARCH records report may have a related search record in this report.  The court should investigate these records to see if this condition might exist.  If this condition exists, the court should write the control number of the SEARCH records with no SEALED records record next to the control number of the record in the SEALED records with no SEARCH records report.



EXCEPTION:  Some records in this report have a name containing the word SEALED indicating they are search records that have been sealed.  It further implies that referral data has been attached to these sealed search records.  If this is the case (a search record appears to be sealed AND has referral data attached), the court should attempt to identify the corresponding “search” record.



Orphaned search records will not be converted.  They will be deleted as part of the Phase 1 JUVIS person data conversion.





For sealed search records that have no address, do you want to put in a valid address?



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:   No, but DO CONVERT the record.  Addresses cannot be cleaned-up because sealed/search data is historical, address data is unavailable, not used, and accuracy of any hard copy records cannot be relied upon.  



The King County Prosecutor’s Office does not currently enter addresses, but indicated that procedure could be changed.  Alan explained that the expectation is that address will be entered by all juvenile departments.  What if there is no known address?  Alan stated that the JIS Person Business Rules are being modified for the JCI structure and address rules will be expanded. 









Conversion of the old data to conform to new

Once the related control numbers have been verified, they will be used to facilitate the conversion of the JUVIS person data.  Part of this conversion will involve a re-directing of the sealed and search records in order to maintain data consistency between JUVIS and JIS JUVIS control numbers embedded in diversion case numbers.



There are two variations of sealed control number relationships depending on the content of the referral data.  These variations are 1) sealed offender, only, referrals and 2) sealed mixed dependency and offender referrals.  In both variations, conversion of this data will result in two control numbers.  For variation 2), this is a reduction from three to two control numbers.  How and why this will occur will be addressed next.



Remember that this Phase 1 data conversion proposal includes modifications to certain JUVIS screen and system processing as well as a data conversion.  Screen and system processing will be more tightly controlled and inter-related.  This is necessary because, after Phase 1, JUVIS system users and certain data will be operating in two different systems.  In order to keep the data in the two systems synchronized, these proposed controls are necessary since a change in one system has a direct impact on the data in the other system.



Conversion of the data is one major step of this proposal; the second major step is the modifications to the JUVIS system to function in conjunction with the converted data.



Conversion of sealed offender, only, data:

Sealed offender, only, data means that only a sealed-to-search control number relationship was verified.  The conversion process will use the verified sealed control number relationships to perform the following steps:

Change the original control number name from “SEALED” to the real name found in the search control number record; likewise, update the original control number address using the search control number address.  The original control number will also serve as the search record.

Change the search record control number name to read “SEALED”.  Change the address and comment fields as appropriate for sealed data.

Move the offender referral data from the originating control number to the, now, SEALED (formerly search) control number.

Change the, now, SEALED (formerly search) control number owning county code from 42 to the originating owning county code.

Enter the original and sealed control numbers into the ‘sealed control number relationship’ (SCNR) DB2 table.  This table will be used in conjunction with the JUVIS unseal process after the Phase 1 implementation.  This utility table will be used to verify that a request to unseal is an appropriate and valid action.  Further, either control number could be used to request an unseal action.

Either pin the JUVIS juvenile to a corresponding JIS person record or create a new JIS person record using the original control number data; maintain the same control number between JUVIS and JIS.



While this data re-alignment process may seem strange and unnecessary, it accomplishes several objectives.  The most important is the two-fold need to preserve the identity of the juvenile with sealed data and to maintain the integrity between the original control number and its’ possible use on a JASS diversion case (embedded as part of the JASS case number).  With Phase 1, the JIS person data forms a bridge between the JUVIS and JASS systems that did not previously exist.  Thus, there will be a direct link and identification of the control number and the juvenile.  Without moving the offender referral data, a user could positively identify the person by using the JIS system, find the associated control number, and view the sealed referrals in JUVIS.  By re-aligning the data, this linkage is removed.



Conversion of sealed mix dependency and offender data:

Sealed mixed dependency and offender data means that a sequential active-to-sealed-to-search control number relationship was verified.  That is, the active control number value was less than the sealed control number value that was less than the search control number value.  The three control number relationship (one for the dependency data, one for the sealed data, and one for the search record) will be reduced to two control numbers during the conversion process.  This will not affect the courts’ ability to unseal mixed dependency and offender referral data.  Conversion will involve the following steps:

Delete the search record; as in the sealed offender, only, data example, the original record will also serve as the search record.

Enter the original and sealed control numbers into the SCNR DB2 table; this table will be used in conjunction with the JUVIS unseal process after the Phase 1 implementation.  The utility table will be used to verify that a request to unseal is an appropriate and valid action.  Further, either control number could be used to request an unseal action.

Either pin the JUVIS juvenile to a corresponding JIS person record or create a new JIS person record using the original control number data; maintain the same control number between JUVIS and JIS.





NOTE:	When a sealed-to-search-to-ACTIVE control number relationship exists (that is, the county code and birth date grouping shows three sequentially ascending control numbers proceeding from sealed to search to active), only the sealed-to-search control numbers will be converted as a sealed-to-search control number relationship.



In this situation, the active control number data will be interpreted to mean the original records remained sealed and a new master record was created to record the fact of a new referral.



The active control number data will be processed and converted as a new and separate person even though all of the control numbers in this relationship are associated with the same person.  Thus, there will be two JIS person records for the same person.



The originating control number owning county code will remain unchanged.  Programmatic controls will be added to prevent a court from adding offender referrals to either of these records when this control number relationship exists.  Only dependency referrals would be allowed and only on the original control number.



For both conditions, corresponding adjustments will also be made to the search name index file data.





Application modifications to support new and some processing examples

Modifications will be made to the JUVIS programs to support the re-aligned data and the controlled sealing and unsealing of data as well as the destroying and deleting of data.  The procedures for sealing and unsealing will be revised slightly.  As mentioned before, the process will be modified to prevent a court user from adding offender referrals to a sealed records condition.



The JIMU screen and the JVDS, pf-2 key detention screens will be modified to make all person related fields inaccessible since person data modifications will be initiated from the JIS person database.



Sealing and unsealing (destroy and delete, also) will be initiated when the court user marks the appropriate action.  To accommodate these actions and mark positions, the screen data from the social element area will be shifted up by one line.  This will provide room at the bottom of the screen for the action area.  A request to seal, unseal, destroy, or delete will interact with the SCNR DB2 table to verify the action is valid and appropriate.  Most manual processing now performed when a court performs seal, unseal, destroy, or delete will be programmatically controlled.



In the legacy system, where an additional, newer master record exists and was used to record the fact of a new referral being added while the original data remained sealed, two person records will be created in the JIS person database.



After the Phase 1 implementation, a duplicate JIS person record will not be created to record an offender referral while the sealed records are awaiting unsealing.  Rather, the original record can be used to record dependency or offender referrals.  This will not compromise the sealed records.





Conversion of real named data not related to sealed data

This document has been discussing issues related to the conversion of sealed data.  Phase 1, obviously, includes the conversion of real name data not related to sealed records.  In the following paragraphs is a brief description of conversion processing related to real name data.



The juvenile person data will be edited and converted to the JIS person database as an individual or well-defined person.  There will be an attempt to identify an already existing JIS person with the same control number. Various algorithms will be developed to assure that these are the same persons when a matching control number is found in both systems.



The father and mother data will be edited and converted to the JIS person database as civil or not well-defined persons.  Linkages will be made to link the juvenile with the parent data.



The juvenile alias data will be edited and converted into the JIS person database as individuals or well-defined persons.  The juvenile person sex, birth date, and address data will be used for the alias person records.  Linkages will be made to link the juvenile with the alias data.

�

Current JIMU screen format:

All locations displaying the underscore or underline character designate court accessible and modifiable input/output fields.  The following picture shows the screen after a court user enters JIMU 999999.





JIMU

NAME:     ______________________________         CONTROL #

ADDRESS:  ______________________________         ZIP CODE: _____ - ____



SOCIAL         BIRTHDAY            AREA  PHONE      S C H O O L    PROBATION

  NO    SEX   MM DD YEAR   COUNTY  CODE  NUMBER    DIST NAME LOC   UNIT OFFICER

______   _    __ __ ____     __    ___   _______    __   ___ ___    __    ___



                               C E N S U S  D A T A

         A   B   C   D   E   F   G   H   I   J   K   L   M   N   O   P

         _   _   _   _   _   _   _   _   _   _   _   _   _   _   _   _



 FATHERS NAME                       FATHERS ADDRESS

 ______________________________     ______________________________



 MOTHERS NAME                       MOTHERS ADDRESS

 ______________________________     ______________________________



 OTHER NAME                         OTHER ADDRESS

 ______________________________     ______________________________

   A.K.A.

 1 _____________________________    2 _____________________________

 3 _____________________________    4 _____________________________

 COMMENT:  __________________________________________________________�� 



�

Current JIMU screen format with test data:

This is the same screen with test data.  Note that the CONTROL number field is shaded to indicate the court user does not have access to this field.



JIMU

NAME:     SMILING, JACK                          CONTROL # 099437

ADDRESS:  7-11 ST. OLYMPIA, WA                   ZIP CODE: 98502 - 1234



SOCIAL         BIRTHDAY            AREA  PHONE      S C H O O L    PROBATION

  NO    SEX   MM DD YEAR   COUNTY  CODE  NUMBER    DIST NAME LOC   UNIT OFFICER

001222   M    01 02 1985     34    360   5551212    A1   025 A17    03    CAJ



                               C E N S U S  D A T A

         A   B   C   D   E   F   G   H   I   J   K   L   M   N   O   P

         1   1   2   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1



 FATHERS NAME                       FATHERS ADDRESS

 SMILING, FREDERICK                 7-11 ST. OLYMPIA, WA



 MOTHERS NAME                       MOTHERS ADDRESS

 SMILING, ISABELLE                  7-11 ST. OLYMPIA, WA



 OTHER NAME                         OTHER ADDRESS

 SMILING, UNCLE                     ELMA, WA

   A.K.A.

 1 SMILING, JACQUE                  2 SMILING, SAM

 3 SMILING, SEAMUS                  4 SMILING, MORE

 COMMENT:  SSN:123-33-1233/WK:360-555-1212��

Proposed Phase 1 JIMU screen format:

The following example shows the (previous) JIMU screen after Phase 1 modifications.  Fields that are related to data maintained in the JIS person database will be display, only.



The screen format and content will be shifted up one line at the “CENSUS DATA” line to make room for the SEAL, UNSEAL, DESTROY, DELETE, and DOJ action boxes.  Previously modifiable input/output fields, that are now protected and read-only, are shown in the following picture as shaded.





JIMU

NAME:     SMILING, JACK                          CONTROL # 099437

ADDRESS:  7-11 ST. OLYMPIA, WA                   ZIP CODE: 98502 - 1234



SOCIAL         BIRTHDAY            AREA  PHONE      S C H O O L    PROBATION

  NO    SEX   MM DD YEAR   COUNTY  CODE  NUMBER    DIST NAME LOC   UNIT OFFICER

001222   M    01 02 1985     34    360   5551212    A1   025 A17    03    CAJ

                               C E N S U S  D A T A

         A   B   C   D   E   F   G   H   I   J   K   L   M   N   O   P

         1   1   2   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1



 FATHERS NAME                       FATHERS ADDRESS

 SMILING, FREDERICK                 7-11 ST. OLYMPIA, WA



 MOTHERS NAME                       MOTHERS ADDRESS

 SMILING, ISABELLE                  7-11 ST. OLYMPIA, WA



 OTHER NAME                         OTHER ADDRESS

 SMILING, UNCLE                     ELMA, WA

   A.K.A.

 1 SMILING, JACQUE                  2 SMILING, SAM

 3 SMILING, SEAMUS                  4 SMILING, MORE

 COMMENT:  SSN:123-33-1233/WK:360-555-1212

 SEAL:_  UNSEAL:_  DESTROY:_  DELETE:_  ADD DOJ:_  REMOVE DOJ:_��



As you can see, the fields previously accessible and modifiable and now protected include the juvenile name, address, sex, birth date, phone number, and alias name fields and the father and mother name and address fields.  Additionally, the “owning county code” field is protected.

RESPONSE:  The County field should not be protected because it may need to be changed if a different county of jurisdiction needs to be entered for record maintenance. 



These fields are protected because the person data is entered or modified in the JIS person database including alias, mother, and father data.  The data will be replicated into the JUVIS system.  There will be no need to access these fields from JUVIS since all modifications must come through the JIS person database.  Similarly, once signed on to the JIS system, the court or “owning county code” is known.



QUESTION:

What should happen when a superior court is filing on behalf of a juvenile court?  That is, what should the owning county code be?

WORKGROUP RESPONSE:  County needs to be available for update.



An entry of JIMU 999999 would result in an error message reading something like “Must enter a valid control number”.



To seal, unseal, destroy, or delete a record, the court user would position the cursor on one of the options at the bottom of the screen, mark the box with an ‘X’, and press the ENTER key.  The Phase 1 program modifications would automate most, if not all, work currently being done by the court user when sealing, unsealing, destroying, or deleting.  A detailed discussion and examples of the mechanics behind these processes is included later in this document.



The ADD DOJ and REMOVE DOJ actions are intended to provide the court user with a way of adding or removing a DECLINE OF JURISDICTION condition.  Selecting the ADD DOJ will result in the name field being suffixed with the following value:  (DOJ).  Selecting REMOVE DOJ will result in the suffix being removed from the name. 

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Replace ADD DOJ and REMOVE DOJ fields with “DOJ: Y/Blank” 





�Current JVDS Pf-2 key screen format:

All locations displaying the underscore or underline character designate court accessible and modifiable input/output fields.  The following picture shows the screen after a court user enters JVDS command, enters the control number, and presses the Pf-2 key.  Fields displaying person related information (name, alias, birth date, age, sex) come from data previously entered from the JIMU screen and are display, only.  In this example, person related data fields that are currently input/output are shown as being shaded.





JVARUF1            DETN  FACILITY: Z991     05/10/1999  16:10:31  PAGE 1 OF 2



CONTROL# 099437   DETN# 001    CTY: 34

NAME SMILING, JACK                      A.K.A. SMILING, JACQUE

DOB 01/02/1985  AGE 14  SEX M  RACE W  EYES ___ HAIR  ___ HGT  0 00 WGT  000

SSN ___ __ ____    DRIVER LICENSE# ____________    STATE ID# __________

MARKS/SCARS ____________________________________________________________



 CONTACT ___________________________________   HME ___ _______ WRK ___ _______

NOTIFIED ___________________________________    DATE/TIME  __ __ ____    ____



ARREST DATE/TIME  __ __ ____    ____    ARRESTNG OFFICER ____________________

AGENCY ____                             REPORT# _________    RFL# A 010



HOLD FOR/RECORD ACCESS 99

WARRANT _

NEW REFERRAL REASONS

 ___ _____         ___ _____         ___ _____         ___ _____

 ___ _____         ___ _____         ___ _____         ___ _____



SCREENED BY  ___   DATE/TIME __ __ ____ ____

DECISION  _ A/R/P DATE/TIME  __ __ ____ ____ RELEASE TO  ____________________



    COMPLETE, CHANGE, OR ADD ENTRIES AND (ENTER); OR (CLEAR) TO CANCEL��



�

Proposed Phase 1 JVDS Pf-2 key screen format:

The following example shows the (previous) JVDS Pf-2 key screen after Phase 1 modifications.  The additional person related data fields (eyes, hair, height, SSN, etc.) will be protected and inaccessible.  There content will come from the JIS person database on initial entry into this screen and will be recorded in the JUVIS system when the screen update is completed (ENTER key is pressed).





JVARUF1            DETN  FACILITY: Z991     05/10/1999  16:18:05  PAGE 1 OF 2

   WARNING:  ACTIVE DETENTIONS - Z991 FACILITY

CONTROL# 099437   DETN# 002    CTY: 34

NAME SMILING, JACK                      A.K.A. SMILING, JACQUE

DOB 01/02/1985  AGE 14  SEX M  RACE W  EYES BRN HAIR  BRN HGT  5 10 WGT  165

SSN 123 12 3123    DRIVER LICENSE# SMILIJ123123    STATE ID# 1231231231

MARKS/SCARS GOT A FEW OF THOSE



 CONTACT ___________________________________   HME ___ _______ WRK ___ _______

NOTIFIED ___________________________________    DATE/TIME  __ __ ____    ____



ARREST DATE/TIME  __ __ ____    ____    ARRESTNG OFFICER ____________________

AGENCY ____                             REPORT# _________    RFL# A 010



HOLD FOR/RECORD ACCESS 99

WARRANT _

NEW REFERRAL REASONS

 ___ _____         ___ _____         ___ _____         ___ _____

 ___ _____         ___ _____         ___ _____         ___ _____



SCREENED BY  ___   DATE/TIME __ __ ____ ____

DECISION  R A/R/P DATE/TIME  __ __ ____ ____ RELEASE TO  ____________________



    ENTER DATA AND (ENTER); DECISION MUST BE RELEASE OR (CLEAR) TO CANCEL��



�Record level processing examples related to SEAL, UNSEAL, and DESTROY sealed records:

The following pages illustrate what will occur, at the record level, after a court user marks an action box and presses the ENTER key after the Phase 1 conversion and implementation.  There are references to the A010, A020, A030, and R-type records.  Specifically:

A010 contains the juvenile name, sex, birth date, address, and other information.

A020 contains the father, mother, and other names and addresses.

A030 contains the alias names and comment data.

R-type records contain the referral information.



All data is linked together by the control number.  Additionally, there is a name search index record associated with the A010 record and as well as each alias name.



To keep the examples simple and uncluttered, the record content is abbreviated to the pertinent fields and does not include the A020 and A030 records.



An R-type record sequence number less than 500 (R010) indicates an offender referral while an R-type record sequence number greater than 499 (R500) indicates a dependency referral.



The block titled Referral Master contains the data that is used on the JIMU screen.  The block titled Name Search Index contains the data that is viewed when executing the JIWS command.



Light shading indicates new or changed information; dark shading indicates deleted information.



The following eight pages of examples focus on the sealing, unsealing, or destroying of sealed data.  Although, there is no example of deleting records, the process will, generally, follow the current procedure for deleting records.  The Phase 1 implementation will include revisions to the various procedures in conjunction with the related and revised program processing.  Here are a few program processing rules that will be implemented.

Cannot SEAL a sealed, destroyed, or deleted record.

Cannot UNSEAL an active, destroyed, or deleted record.

To programmatically UNSEAL a sealed record, it must have an SCNR entry.

Can only DESTROY an active or sealed record.

Can only delete an active record.

Cannot delete an active record that has referral data; to delete an active record, the referral data must be deleted.

WORK GROUP RESPONSE: Ok to all of the above bullets.



QUESTION:

The last bulleted item may be too restrictive or too labor intensive.  Is it sufficient to have the DELETE process sense that referral records exist and to respond with a warning message.  The court user would either escape the process and investigate the referrals or press ENTER to proceed with the DELETE process which would include a physical delete of the referral data.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE: Cannot delete an active record that has referral data; to delete an active record, the referral data must be deleted.  Either protect the field or provide an error message.





�SEAL MIXED DEPENDENCY AND OFFENDER DATA WITH DIVERSION CASE





BEFORE  ****************************BEFORE ****************  BEFORE

Referral Master							Name Search Index

C/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�12 E. ST.�27��000123�R010����������000123�R500����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�Typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��



Court runs current Form 5 for control number 000123, does JIMU 000123, marks SEAL action, and presses ENTER.  JIMU processing occurs:

Allocate new, random control number.

Create and format new control number A010, A020, and A030 to indicate sealed condition.

Move offender referrals from original control number to sealed control number.

Update name search index record address to indicate sealed condition.

Make SCNR DB2 table entry.

Make UCN DB2 table entry.





AFTER  ****************************************  AFTER  ***************************************  AFTER

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27��000123�R010����������000123�R500���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�SEALED�SEALED� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



If a court user tries to add a new offender referral to the original control number, an edit process will check for an entry in the SCNR DB2 table.  If an entry is found and the referral being added is offender-related (referral sequence number less than 500), the process will return an error message that indicates “offender records sealed by county (name)”.  The court would need to define new person data in the JIS person database for the juvenile and add the referral to the new record.



The court could add dependency referrals to the original control number.



�UNSEAL MIXED DEPENDENCY AND OFFENDER DATA WITH DIVERSION CASE



The next example show how the data would change as it progressed from a sealed condition to an unsealed or destroyed condition as influenced by other data (a diversion case, for example).



These examples assume that a sealed control number relationship exists in the SCNR DB2 table.  This will always be true for data sealed after the Phase 1 implementation.



It may not be true for legacy data as described earlier in this document (see sections titled What will happen to SEALED records that cannot be verified?).





BEFORE  ********************** BEFORE  ******************* BEFORE

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27��000123�R500���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�SEALED�SEALED� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



Court accesses Jim Jones’ file, finds control number 000123, does JIMU 000123, marks UNSEAL action, and presses ENTER.  JIMU processing occurs:

Move offender referrals from sealed control number to original control number.

Update name search index record address using original control number address.

Delete referral master records associated with sealed control number.

Delete SCNR DB2 table entry.

Delete UCN DB2 table entry.





AFTER  ****************************************  AFTER  ***************************************  AFTER

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�12 E. ST.�27��000123�R010����������000123�R500���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�SEALED�SEALED� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



�DESTROY SEALED MIXED DEPENDENCY AND OFFENDER DATA WITH DIVERSION CASE



In the next example, the court has chosen to destroy a sealed record.  Destruction of records occurs either through routine maintenance by the court or by a motion filed with the court.



Destroying records is similar to the sealing of records in that it hides the association of a control number to a real name except that the act is permanent.  This is, the action cannot be reversed and the records cannot be undestroyed.



Because the data and systems are more integrated and because the control number in our example is associated with a diversion case, we must both maintain the integrity of the JIS JUVIS number to diversion case number relationship and provide for “hiding” of the JUVIS offender referrals associated with that control number.



To meet these objectives, the JIMU destroy process will use the sealed control number as the destroyed control number.





BEFORE  *******************BEFORE  ************************  BEFORE

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27��000123�R500���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�SEALED�SEALED� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�Typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



Court accesses Jim Jones’ file, finds control number 000123, makes any necessary referral entries, does JIMU 000123, marks DESTROY action, and presses ENTER.  JIMU processing occurs:

Move dependency referrals from original control number to sealed control number.

Update sealed control number A010, A020, and A030 data to indicate destroyed condition.

Delete referral master records associated with original control number.

Delete name search index record associated with original control number.

Delete SCNR DB2 table entry.





AFTER  ****************************************  AFTER  ***************************************  AFTER

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27��000123�R500���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�DESTROYED�DEST. BY� 27� ������004771�R010����������004771�R500����������



JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�Typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��

DESTROY SEALED MIXED DEPENDENCY AND OFFENDER DATA WITH NO DIVERSION CASE





BEFORE  ********************  BEFORE  ***********************  BEFORE

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27��000123�R500���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�SEALED�SEALED� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�Typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� ����

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



Court accesses Jim Jones’ file, finds control number 000123, makes any necessary referral entries, does JIMU 000123, marks DESTROY action, and presses ENTER.  JIMU processing occurs:

Move dependency referrals from original control number to sealed control number.

Update sealed control number A010, A020, and A030 data to indicate destroyed condition.

Delete referral master records associated with original control number.

Delete name search index record associated with original control number.

Delete all RLN and ALI links for person token associated with original control number.

Update JIS person associated with original control number to point to SP DESTROYED RECORD; update INV_JUV_NU to blanks.

Delete SCNR DB2 table entry.





AFTER  ****************************************  AFTER  ***************************************  AFTER

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27��000123�R500���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�DESTROYED�DEST. BY� 27� ������004771�R010����������004771�R500����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�Typ��DESTROYED�� ����

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��

 SEAL OFFENDER DATA WITH DIVERSION CASE





BEFORE  *******************BEFORE  *************************  BEFORE

Referral Master							Name Search Index

C/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�12 E. ST.�27��000123�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��



Court runs current Form 5 for control number 000123, does JIMU 000123, marks SEAL action, and presses ENTER.  JIMU processing occurs:

Allocate new, random control number.

Create and format new control number A010, A020, and A030 to indicate sealed condition.

Move offender referrals from original control number to sealed control number.

Update name search index record address to indicate sealed condition.

Make SCNR DB2 table entry.

Make UCN DB2 table entry.





AFTER  ****************************************  AFTER  ***************************************  AFTER

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27��000123�R010���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�SEALED�SEALED� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



�UNSEAL OFFENDER DATA WITH DIVERSION CASE





BEFORE  *******************  BEFORE  ************************  BEFORE

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27�� � � � � � ������004771�A010�SEALED�SEALED� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



Court accesses Jim Jones’ file, finds control number 000123, does JIMU 000123, marks UNSEAL action, and presses ENTER.  JIMU processing occurs:

Move offender referrals from sealed control number to original control number.

Update name search index record address using original control number address.

Delete referral master records associated with sealed control number.

Delete SCNR DB2 table entry.

Delete UCN DB2 table entry.





AFTER  ****************************************  AFTER  ***************************************  AFTER

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�12 E. ST.�27��000123�R010���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�SEALED�SEALED� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



�DESTROY OFFENDER DATA WITH DIVERSION CASE





BEFORE  *******************  BEFORE  ************************  BEFORE

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27�� � � � � � ������004771�A010�SEALED�SEALED� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�Typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



Court accesses Jim Jones’ file, finds control number 000123, makes any necessary referral entries, does JIMU 000123, marks DESTROY action, and presses ENTER.  JIMU processing occurs:

Update sealed control number A010, A020, and A030 data to indicate destroyed condition.

Delete referral master records associated with original control number.

Delete name search index record associated with original control number.

Delete SCNR DB2 table entry.





AFTER  ****************************************  AFTER  ***************************************  AFTER

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27��000123�R500���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�DESTROYED�DEST. BY� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�Typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� �000123010�SD��

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



�DESTROY OFFENDER DATA WITH NO DIVERSION CASE





BEFORE  *******************  BEFORE  ************************  BEFORE

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27�� � � � � � ������004771�A010�SEALED�SEALED� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�Typ��JONES, JAMES�000123� ����

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



Court accesses Jim Jones’ file, finds control number 000123, makes any necessary referral entries, does JIMU 000123, marks DESTROY action, and presses ENTER.  JIMU processing occurs:

Update sealed control number A010, A020, and A030 data to indicate destroyed condition.

Delete referral master records associated with original control number.

Delete name search index record associated with original control number.

Delete all RLN and ALI links for person token associated with original control number.

Update JIS person associated with original control number to point to SP DESTROYED RECORD; update INV_JUV_NU to blanks.

Delete SCNR DB2 table entry.





AFTER  ****************************************  AFTER  ***************************************  AFTER

Referral Master							Name Search Index

c/n�Ref�Name�Address�Cty� �c/n�Name�Address�Cty��000123�A010�JONES, JIM�12 E. ST.� 27� �000123�JONES, JAMES�SEALED�27��000123�R500���������� � � � � � ������004771�A010�DESTROYED�DEST. BY� 27� ������004771�R010����������

JIS Person Database							JASS

Name�INV_JUV_NU� �Diversion�Typ��DESTROYED�� ����

Sealed Control			Unavailable

From�To��Number��000123�004771��004771��



�Bridging considerations:

Until all JUVIS data has been converted to the new system, there will be a need bridge the two systems to provide support for the phased integration of the two systems.



Phase 1 bridging will include “pushing” data from the JIS person database to the JUVIS system when new data is added or existing data is changed.

 

The process of creating or updating a new juvenile person record will result in a JUVIS referral master A010 record being created or updated.



The process of creating or updating father and mother person records and linking them to the juvenile will result in a JUVIS referral master A020 record being created or updated.



The process of creating or updating juvenile alias persons and linking them to the juvenile will result in a JUVIS referral master A030 record being created or updated.



This is a one-way bridge; that is, JUVIS person data will not be “pushed” to the JIS person database since all person-related fields on the JIMU and JVDS pf-2 key screens will be made inaccessible.  As noted earlier, some JIS data will be modified as a result of user requested actions in the JUVIS system (SEAL, UNSEAL, etc.) but these will be programmatically controlled and will be based on certain rules.



When aliases are created in JIS, they will be sent to JUVIS.  What shall the bridge do we do if there is a fifth alias in JIS?  Push to JUVIS?

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  No, do not push 5th AKA to JUVIS.  Courts will check in JIS for additional aliases after four.  This will need to be included in training.





�JCIP Data Conversion

Phase I

May Work Group







A new set of extract files was generated May 23, 1999.  These files included:

VSAM Referral Master record type A data.

VSAM Referral Master record type R data.

VSAM Calendar.

ADABAS Name Index.

ADABAS Master Detail.

ADABAS Control Detail.

ADABAS Track Detail.

JUVIS-related DB2 data (where an INV row has a INV_JUV_NU).





The two Referral Master type A and type R files were merged into a single file and processed to split the data and create separate files relative to the following groups:

DESTROYED	juvenile name contained wording similar to DESTROYED.

DELETED		juvenile name contained wording similar to DELETED.

EXPUNGED	juvenile name contained wording similar to DELETED.

SEALED		juvenile name contained wording similar to SEALED.

SEARCH		juvenile county code field contained a 42.

OTHER		juvenile name contained wording similar to TEST, DUPLICATE, REPLACE, USED or REUSE or first two characters of juvenile name field begins with ZZ or juvenile county code field contains a value of 99.

ACTIVE		juvenile name field did not contain any of the preceding name values; appears to be an active record.





Here are the statistics for that process:



3066936 total type A Referral Master records read

    1181240 total A010, A020, A030 records read

         516155 total A010 records read

                   86141 total A010 with name RECORD DESTROYED

                   86141 total A010 with name RECORD DESTROYED out

                   13697 total A010 with name RECORD DELETED

                   13697 total A010 with name RECORD DELETED nn out

                    2371 total A010 with name RECORD EXPUNGED

                    2371 total A010 with name RECORD EXPUNGED out

                    4510 total A010 with name 999SEALED RECORD

                    4510 total A010 with name 999SEALED RECORD out

                    4251 total A010 with county 42 as search RECORD

                    4251 total A010 with county 42 as search RECORD out

                    1093 total A010 with name other; not active

                    1093 total A010 with name other; not active out

                  404092 total A010 with name active

                  404092 total A010 with name active out

         516013 total A020 records read

         149072 total A030 records read

    1885696 total type R referral records read

      16651 total A010 with no referral data



Phase 1 deals with the JUVIS person data conversion to the JIS person database.  Here is what will occur with each grouping relative to Phase 1.





ACTIVE:

All ACTIVE data will be converted.





SEALED and SEARCH:

SEALED and SEARCH data, where the SEALED-to-SEARCH control number relationship has been verified by the court, will be converted.  SEALED data where the SEARCH control number cannot be verified will not be converted.  Sealing, unsealing, and the destruction of sealed data will be provided for and supported as part of the Phase 1 implementation.



SEARCH records are considered to be search records when their person record county code is a 42.  Further, the JUVIS Procedures Manual states:

“This new master record will not include any referral activity.”



SEARCH records have been found with referral.  Out of 4,362 SEARCH records, 200 have referral data attached.



QUESTION:

What should be done with SEARCH records that have referral data attached?  Should the referral data be converted?  Is more information needed in order to answer these questions?

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Need to see the data in a report to determine a decision.



DESTROYED:

JUVIS DESTROYED records will not be converted as part of Phase 1.  DESTROYED person records will be converted in Phase 2 when the referral and detention data is converted.  The reasoning for this is that there will be a single, special JIS person record linked to all destroyed data but the use of this special person is only pertinent and valid when referral data exists.



This will not impact JUVIS processing after the Phase 1 implementation; the ability to destroy records will be provided for and supported as part of the Phase 1 implementation.



The JUVIS Procedures Manual states:

“DO NOT DELETE ANY REFERRAL RECORDS, DETENTION RECORDS OR CALENDAR RECORDS.  These records will be used to generate statistics on future reports.”



This means that, although the person name has been replaced with RECORD DESTROYED, the referral data is retained to support statistical reporting.



QUESTION:

Do courts still need to retain referral data associated with a DESTROYED person record for statistical reporting purposes in Phase 2?

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Yes, with possible 23/27 age limit. During Phase 1, provide a warning if there are referrals in other counties when destroying and sealing a record. Refer to JCI Committee.

COMMITTEE RESPONSE:   Work Group recommendation approved; exclude from conversion destroyed, deleted, sealed/search records less than or equal to age 27.



DELETED and OTHER:

OTHER data will not be converted.



The JUVIS Procedures Manual states:

“DELETE ALL REFERRAL RECORDS, DETENTION RECORDS OR CALENDAR RECORDS…This method will remove all information from JUVIS including any data that could incorrectly influence statistical reports.”



DELETED data will not be converted even though, out of 13,615 DELETED person records, 1,447 have referral data.



QUESTION:

Is it reasonable to not convert DELETED data that has referral data attached?

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Need to see the data in a report to determine a decision.



EXPUNGED:

The disposition of records containing EXPUNGED wording was discussed in the April JIS JUVENILE AND CORRECTIONS ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING.  According to the meeting minutes:



“The committee decided that Expunge records are considered destroyed and do not have to be converted.”



QUESTION REGARDING EXPUNGED WORDING:

Shall these records be thought of as destroyed records for statistical reporting purposes?

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Need to see the data to determine a decision (run a report, what it is – expunged records, owning court and any other courts that have referral data – send to all courts involved) – need to know whether active, deleted, destroyed.    ****fast track



The remaining discussion pertains to the ACTIVE data grouping.



The ACTIVE data was processed to discover:

If there were any A010 juvenile person records (control numbers) which did not have ANY referral records attached.

What was the distribution of the ACTIVE records based on the A010 juvenile county code.





There were 549 occurrences of the first condition (no referral records attached).  This seems like a curious condition but other factors may be involved.  For example, this process did not include or consider the detention data extract files.  The process is being revised to include the detention data; this information will be available at a later date.





QUESTION REGARDING CONVERSION OF ORPHAN PERSON DATA:

Do we need to convert these JUVIS person records if, in fact, they are orphans (do not have any associated referral or detention data as related by the control number)?

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  No.



Here are the statistics for that process:



2590521 total type A Referral Master records read

     932054 total A010, A020, A030 records read

         404092 total A010 records read

         403954 total A020 records read

         124008 total A030 records read

    1658467 total type R referral records read

        549 total A010 with no referral data

---------------------------------------------------------

County summary counts...

��**01�ADAMS�1682       ��**02�ASOTIN�1425      ��**03�BENTON�12727     ��**04�CHELAN�3616      ��**05�CLALLAM�6598     ��**06�CLARK�33862      ��**07�COLUMBIA�395     ��**08�COWLITZ�7419     ��**09�DOUGLAS�1673     ��**10�FERRY�438        ��**11�FRANKLIN�5060    ��**12�GARFIELD�70      ��**13�GRANT�3852       ��**14�GRAYS HARBOR�4880��**15�ISLAND�5054      ��**16�JEFFERSON�2372   ��**17�KING�73815       ��**18�KITSAP�20083     ��**19�KITTITAS�2178    ��**20�KLICKITAT�1099   ��**21�LEWIS�7242       ��**22�LINCOLN�600��**23�MASON�4457      ��**24�OKANOGAN�4592   ��**25�PACIFIC�2470    ��**26�PEND OREILLE�925��**27�PIERCE�65098    ��**28�SAN JUAN�376    ��**29�SKAGIT�4794     ��**30�SKAMANIA�937    ��**31�SNOHOMISH�36883 ��**32�SPOKANE�39447   ��**33�STEVENS�2270    ��**34�THURSTON�18200  ��**35�WAHKIAKUM�73    ��**36�WALLA WALLA�5109��**37�WHATCOM�6202    ��**38�WHITMAN�1304    ��**39�YAKIMA�13675��** 0�Unknown�83    ��**00�Unknown�2     ��**40�Out/state�1022��**41�Out/country�33���



All county-based A010 person records will be converted to the statewide JIS person database without any county designator.



Please note the occurrences and counts for counties codes (blank)0, 00, 40, and 41 (remember:  this county code comes from the A010 juvenile person record; not the referral district number).

 

Unless there are other considerations or concerns, these person records will also be converted to the JIS person database as part of the Phase 1 conversion.



If any court would like to see detailed information related to these records or the other condition previously described (juvenile person record with no referral data), please request it through Alan Erickson or Charlene Stevenson.





The next process was to split out the juvenile person records and examine the contents of the juvenile name and address fields for exceptions.



The juvenile name exceptions are addressed in a separate document that is accompanied by an exception report by county.  It is suggested that most of these exceptions can be handled programmatically during the Phase 1 conversion process.





QUESTION REGARDING WHAT APPEARS TO BE AN INCOMPLETE SEARCH RECORD:

What is indicated or intended when an active person record (as determined by the county code and is a value of 01 through 39) contains a real person name and also contains wording in the address field reading “DELETED RECORD” or “DESTROYED RECORD”?  Those that have been spot-checked do not have any referral data attached nor do they have an alias/comment record.  If this was a true search record, its’ owning county code should be 42.  Were these supposed to be search records but the owning county code was not set according to the procedure for creating a search record?  Should they be converted?  This gets back to the earlier question regarding conversion of person data that has no referral data attached.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Do not convert.



�QUESTION REGARDING COORDINATION OF RECORD DESTRUCTION WHEN MULTIPLE COUNTIES INVOLVED:

When a request or motion to destroy records is received, who receives and processes the request?  The owning county code as indicated in the person record?  If the referral data is spread across several counties or districts, how is the destruction of records coordinated with the other districts?

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Current administrative procedures exist, keep as is or add warning.  Refer to Committee.

COMMITTEE RESPONSE: Concur with Work Group; do a warning when referral data exists in multiple counties.



QUESTION REGARDING COORDINATION OF RECORD SEALING AND UNSEALING WHEN MULTIPLE COUNTIES INVOLVED:

When a request or motion to seal records is received, who receives and processes the request?  The owning county code as indicated in the person record?  If the referral data is spread across several counties or districts, how is the sealing of records coordinated with the other districts?  How does this work when unsealing?  Is the act or process of unsealing performed by the owning county?

WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Current administrative procedures exist, keep as is or add warning.  Refer to Committee.

COMMITTEE RESPONSE: Concur with Work Group; do a warning when referral data exists in multiple counties.



�JCIP Phase I Data Conversion

Data Analysis of A010 Juvenile Name Data

&

Court Involvement in Pre-Conversion Data Clean-Up



JUVIS A010 data is “owned” by the court as identified in the A010-JUV-COUNTY field.  This will assist in identifying who “owns” a name when performing pre-conversion data clean-up of name and address data.  This document addresses the juvenile name data, only.  However, it is reasonable to assume that similar problems affect the A020 father name, mother name, and other name data; in fact, there could be an even wider ranging set of “interesting” uses of the name fields on the A020 record.



An extract of the A010 data was taken on 5/23/99.  The name data was processed and categorized according to the content of the name field as shown next.

If the name matched to “DESTROY” or a string variation, thereof, it was counted as a destroyed record.

If the name matched to “DELETED” or a string variation, thereof, it was counted as a deleted record.

If the name matched to “EXPUNGED” or a string variation, thereof, it was counted as an expunged record.

If the name matched to “SEALED” or a string variation, thereof, it was counted as a sealed record.

If the name matched to “FOUND”, “TEST”, “DUPL”, “REPLACE”, “USED” or a string variation, thereof, or if the county code was a 99, it was counted as an other record.

If the owning county code was a 42, it was counted as a search record.  A county value of 42 was observed in all types of name records including destroyed, deleted, expunged, sealed, and active.

If the name string did not match any of the preceding strings, it was counted as an active record.



The results of this process are listed next.



3066936 total type A Referral Master records read

    1181240 total A010, A020, A030 records read

         516155 total A010 records read

                   86141 total A010 with name RECORD DESTROYED

                   86141 total A010 with name RECORD DESTROYED out

                   13697 total A010 with name RECORD DELETED

                   13697 total A010 with name RECORD DELETED nn out

                    2371 total A010 with name RECORD EXPUNGED

                    2371 total A010 with name RECORD EXPUNGED out

                    4510 total A010 with name 999SEALED RECORD

                    4510 total A010 with name 999SEALED RECORD out

                    4251 total A010 with county 42 as search RECORD

                    4251 total A010 with county 42 as search RECORD out

                    1093 total A010 with name other; not active

                    1093 total A010 with name other; not active out

                  404092 total A010 with name active

                  404092 total A010 with name active out

         516013 total A020 records read

         149072 total A030 records read

    1885696 total type R referral records read

      16651 total A010 with no referral data



There is a discrepancy between the “county 42” record count of 4,251 and the “SEALED” count of 4,510.  According to JUVIS procedures, after sealing the original record (enter “999SEALED RECORD” in juvenile name), a new juvenile record is created using county 42.  Again, the “county 42” count of 4,251 contained records with name strings in all categories (destroyed, deleted, expunged, sealed, active).



This would appear to mean that some 42 records, created after sealing the original, were then destroyed, deleted, expunged, or sealed.



The 404,092 “active” records (records where the juvenile name appeared to be a “real” name), were then counted by “ownership”.  The next list shows the number of records “owned” by a county in county number sequence.



�**01�ADAMS�1682       ��**02�ASOTIN�1425      ��**03�BENTON�12727     ��**04�CHELAN�3616      ��**05�CLALLAM�6598     ��**06�CLARK�33862      ��**07�COLUMBIA�395     ��**08�COWLITZ�7419     ��**09�DOUGLAS�1673     ��**10�FERRY�438        ��**11�FRANKLIN�5060    ��**12�GARFIELD�70      ��**13�GRANT�3852       ��**14�GRAYS HARBOR�4880��**15�ISLAND�5054      ��**16�JEFFERSON�2372   ��**17�KING�73815       ��**18�KITSAP�20083     ��**19�KITTITAS�2178    ��**20�KLICKITAT�1099   ��**21�LEWIS�7242       ��**22�LINCOLN�600��**23�MASON�4457      ��**24�OKANOGAN�4592   ��**25�PACIFIC�2470    ��**26�PEND OREILLE�925��**27�PIERCE�65098    ��**28�SAN JUAN�376    ��**29�SKAGIT�4794     ��**30�SKAMANIA�937    ��**31�SNOHOMISH�36883 ��**32�SPOKANE�39447   ��**33�STEVENS�2270    ��**34�THURSTON�18200  ��**35�WAHKIAKUM�73    ��**36�WALLA WALLA�5109��**37�WHATCOM�6202    ��**38�WHITMAN�1304    ��**39�YAKIMA�13675��** 0�unknown�83    ��**00�unknown�2     ��**40�out/state�1022��**41�out/country�33���

At the far end of the spectrum, we see counties (blank)0, 00, 40, and 41.



County 40

This county code is associated with person referrals initiated “out of state”; e.g. Idaho, Oregon, etc.  These records will be converted just like any other records except they’ll have an out-of-state address.



County 41

This county code is associated with person referrals initiated “out of country”; e.g. Canada, Mexico, etc.  These records will be converted just like any other records except they’ll have an out-of-country address.



With the exception of “destroyed”, “deleted”, “expunged”, and “sealed” names, the JUVIS Operator’s Manual states that “The juvenile’s full name should be entered…last name should be entered first, followed by a comma, the first name and the middle name.  No other punctuation should be entered in this field.  The use of nicknames such as Jim, Bob, or Bill should be avoided."



The JUVIS Procedures Manual for a DECLINE OF JURISDICTION procedure states that, when indicating a decline of jurisdiction, the operator should enter the following value at the end of the name string:  (DOJ).



The 404,092 A010 names were processed various ways to detect exception conditions in the name field.  Name field exception conditions were defined as anything other than a last-name-comma-space-first-name-space-middle-name/initial-plus-any-generational-suffix format.  Hyphens, one comma, and periods were considered normal; use of any other special characters or numeric(s) value was considered an exception.



Out of 404,092 A010 names, 4,282 or 1% of the data had some kind of name exception as defined in the previous paragraph.  Of the 4,282 exceptions, 90% could be corrected programmatically leaving a slim 10% or 438 records for the courts to manual correct.



While a programmatic solution is possible, the courts should verify that the programmatic solution being suggested is appropriate.  Some of these records may require manual correction.



A programmatic change WILL change the content of the JUVIS name record in JUVIS; it only changes the name content prior to converting it to a matching record in the JIS person database in order to bring into sync names of matching records in JIS and JUVIS.  Is this OK?

WORK GROUP RESPONSE: Yes, but also provide an exception report.   



A manual change made by the court prior to conversion into the JIS person database IS permanent.



�**01�ADAMS�14      ��**02�ASOTIN�20     ��**03�BENTON�121    ��**04�CHELAN�28     ��**05�CLALLAM�25    ��**06�CLARK�765     ��**07�COLUMBIA�2    ��**08�COWLITZ�37    ��**09�DOUGLAS�19    ��**10�FERRY�1       ��**11�FRANKLIN�78   ��**12�GARFIELD�0    ��**13�GRANT�140     ��**14�GRAYS HARBOR�4��**15�ISLAND�126    ��**16�JEFFERSON�103 ��**17�KING�177      ��**18�KITSAP�144    ��**19�KITTITAS�150  ��**20�KLICKITAT�35  ��**21�LEWIS�90��**22�LINCOLN�9      ��**23�MASON�30       ��**24�OKANOGAN�38    ��**25�PACIFIC�30     ��**26�PEND OREILLE�12��**27�PIERCE�705     ��**28�SAN JUAN�3     ��**29�SKAGIT�24      ��**30�SKAMANIA�13    ��**31�SNOHOMISH�212  ��**32�SPOKANE�631    ��**33�STEVENS�19     ��**34�THURSTON�258   ��**35�WAHKIAKUM�3    ��**36�WALLA WALLA�31 ��**37�WHATCOM�62     ��**38�WHITMAN�16     ��**39�YAKIMA�96���

The exception conditions, grouped by category and quantity, are listed next.





CONDITIONS THAT COULD BE CORRECTED PROGRAMMATICALLY





USE OF DOUBLE QUOTES TO ISOLATE A NICKNAME  --  There are approximately 167 records where a pair of double quotes are used to isolate what appears to be a nickname within the name field.  Nicknames are not supposed to be part of the name field.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

31 471881 CHARRON, NICOLE "NIKKI" 

16 381336 EUBANKS, BRIAN J. "PACO"



What can the program do for these records?

The fact that these names are bounded by a pair of double quotes makes it easy to programmatically isolate and remove the nickname from the name field for conversion processing.  The nickname will only be removed from the name that is converted into the JIS person database; the JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Create a report for each department to determine if AKAs need to be created.



NAME MISSING A COMMA  --  There are approximately 96 records where the name does not contain a comma.  JIS person database rules require that the name be formatted as last-name-comma-first-name-space-middle.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

03 067455 BROMLEY ALAN TAYLOR

17 102663 BROWN BRET G       



What can the program do for these records?

The program could scan for the first blank and insert a comma during conversion of the record to the JIS person database.  In some cases, special coding may be needed to handle the condition where the last name consists of two name separated by a space (e.g. LA PIERRE).  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK.



GENERATIONAL SUFFIX BOUNDED BY PARENTHESES  --  There are approximately 32 records where there appears to be a generational suffix bounded by a pair of parentheses.  These types of suffixes are appropriate but not “wrapped” with parentheses.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

27 475174 WALKER, BRIAN K (JR)  

09 118909 WARICK, LEONARD M (II)



What can the program do for these records?

The program could scan for the strings that appear to be generational suffixes (e.g. II, III, JR, etc.) bounded by a pair of parentheses and remove the parentheses when converting the data to the JIS person database.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK.



“CAP” INDICATOR  --  There are approximately 115 names where the name string is suffixed with a value of (CAP).  The usage of (CAP) appears to be a local practice (to county 27).  Since it is local, it is not a candidate for the Phase 2 conversion.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

27 001696 BARRETT, GAYLEN D (CAP) 

27 228445 BATES, JOHN NELSON (CAP)



What can the program do for these records?

This value appears to have special meaning to a specific court.  For conversion purposes, this value would be removed from the name during JIS person database conversion.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK.



“DECEASED” INDICATOR  --  There are approximately 144 names where the name string is suffixed with a value of (DECEASED) or a variation, thereof.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

06 332239 BUSH, STACY J (DECEASED)   

18 314330 CAMPBELL, MASICO (DECEASED)



What can the program do for these records?

For conversion purposes, this value would be removed from the name during JIS person database conversion.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Create reports for post-conversion cleanup.  Also look for DECEASED in the name string for parents.  Also look for DECEASED in the Address field for both juveniles and parents.



COMMITTEE RESPONSE 5/27/99:  When records are converted, DECEASED will be stripped from the name, the JIS low date (01 01 1800) will be entered in the DOD field on the PER screen to indicate a converted record, and DOD will display in the Age field.  No reports needed.



JCI Project Team Clarification 6/21/99:  We cannot use 01/01/1800 because the system will show a blank.  To indicate the death date 01/01/1900 will be used. 



 “DECLINE OF JURISDICTION” INDICATOR  --  There are approximately 1089 names where the name string is suffixed with a value of (DOJ) or a variation, thereof (e.g. (DECL), (DECLINED).  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

06 191813 STITES, BRIAN EVERET (DOJ)

18 227533 STOHS, DENNIS J (DOJ)     



What can the program do for these records?

According to the JUVIS Procedures Manual, this indicates a “decline of jurisdiction” and is significant.  For conversion purposes, this value would be removed from the name during JIS person database conversion.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



COMMITTEE RESPONSE 5/27/99:  Need to see DOJ in the Search Results screen (SND) before a referral is filed.  Examine alternatives for this.



CONVENTIONAL TITLE OF COURTESY  -- There are approximately 5 names where the name string is suffixed with the value (MRS).  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

31 075366 BRADLEY, JEANETTE (MRS)

31 186760 FULFER, RONDA (MRS)    



What can the program do for these records?

For conversion purposes, this value would be removed from the name during JIS person database conversion.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK.



“NO MIDDLE INITIAL” INDICATOR  -- There are approximately 445 names where the name string is suffixed with the values (NMI) or (NMN).  The JUVIS county numbers are distributed throughout all counties.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

20 230035 OROZCO, HECTOR (NMI) JR.

27 463695 AL-SHIBLAWI, EMAD (NMN) 



What can the program do for these records?

For conversion purposes, this value would be removed from the name during JIS person database conversion.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK.



“TWIN” OR “TRIPLET” INDICATOR  --  There are approximately 135 names where the name string is suffixed with the values (TRIPLET) or (TWIN).  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

27 213031 AUSBUN, MARY A (TWIN)

27 213034 AUSBUN, UDAH M (TWIN)



What can the program do for these records?

For conversion purposes, this value would be removed from the name during JIS person database conversion.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Add new Relationship codes.  Alan will present recommendation to the Person Database Committee (PDBAC).  JCI team will also examine alternatives including use of Alerts.





NICKNAME INDICATOR  --  There are approximately 173 names containing a suffixed value appearing to be a nickname wrapped with parentheses or double quotes.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

20 362817 ALLEN, DENNIS  "JAKE"  

34 222375 RANDALL, WILLIAM (BILLY)



What can the program do for these records?

For conversion purposes, this value would be removed from the name during JIS person database conversion.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate or whether an alias name should be created.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Review Person Business Rules.  Alan will e-mail the rules.  Work Group may propose revision of definition of an alias to include nicknames.





“AKA” INDICATOR  --  There are approximately 29 names where the name string is suffixed with an alias indicator and a  name that is frequently incomplete.  For example, JUVIS number 353457 shows WELK, EMILY ROSE (AKA:WELCK).  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

32 402347 KERNEY, ASHLEY L (AKA LAUZON)

32 177676 WIYRICK, SHANE A (AKA LYNG)  



What can the program do for these records?

For conversion purposes, this value would be removed from the name during JIS person database conversion.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Ok, the court can add an alias record if appropriate.





“DJ” OR “DJR” INDICATOR  --  There are approximately 9 names where the name string is suffixed with the values of (DJ) – two occurrences, (DJR) – six occurrences, or (DJR/FOS) – one occurrence.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

31 013604 JONES, SHANE L(DJR)        

32 011226 NELSON, ROBERT WARREN (DJR)



What can the program do for these records?

For conversion purposes, this value would be removed from the name during JIS person database conversion.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK to remove.



“INA” INDICATOR  --  There are approximately 28 names where the name string is suffixed with the value (INA).  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

27 042319 CARL, RICHARD JOSEPH (INA) 

27 047919 DOWLING, WILLIAM JOEL (INA)



What can the program do for these records?

For conversion purposes, this value would be removed from the name during JIS person database conversion.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK to remove.



SPECIAL CHARACTER NUMERIC  --  There are approximately 27 names where the name is suffixed with the values 11 or 111.  It appears to be regular name suffixes corresponding “the second” or “the third”.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

27 428791 STUTSMAN, JERRY ROLAND 11

06 121860 ABBOTT, FRANK N 111      



What can the program do for these records?

For conversion purposes, these values would be changed by converting the strings to their proper generational suffix.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report, verify that this programmatic name manipulation is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK.

SPECIAL CHARACTERS  --  There are approximately 36 names where the name string contains numeric or special characters.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

16 312010 BAUTER, FARREN W/POB 451

32 020852 DANLEY, SHAWNA A/1174/



What can the program do for these records?

For conversion purposes, these strings would be removed during conversion to the JIS person database.  The JUVIS name will not be changed.  The court should review the report to verify that this programmatic manipulation of the name is reasonable and appropriate.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK.



CONDITIONS THAT MAY NEED MANUAL COURT INTERVENTION



NAME OF BABY  --  There are at least 280 records where the name includes the word BABY (e.g. JOHNSON, BABY GIRL).  It is not known, at this time, if these records have date of birth, address, and referral data.  That information is being evaluated.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

06 441770 LOY, BABY BOY      

06 249237 MARSHALL, BABY GIRL



What can the court do for these records?

The JIS person database would benefit by having a more complete name.  The courts should research for a complete name and correct the entry prior to Phase 1 conversion.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Convert these names as is, do not change them.



SPECIAL CHARACTER “’” (apostrophe)  --  There are approximately 5 records where the name contains an apostrophe.  A couple of these names contain more than one apostrophe as if to isolate a portion of the name such as a nickname.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

20 348781 BADER, WILLIAM BRIAN 'BILLY'

27 515576 CROWDER, E'BRAUN KA'MAIRA   



What can the court do for these records?

The owning court should examine the records for the use of the apostrophe.  If the usage is to isolate a nickname, change the name to remove the nickname.  If the apostrophe is used to mark a name such as O’BRIEN, leave the name as is.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK.



SPECIAL CHARACTER IN FIRST POSITION  --  There are approximately 36 records where the first character of the left-most name is a special character.  In most cases, these are probably typographical errors and easily corrected.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

06 166599 3UNDSTROM, NICOLE MARIE

08 369992 \TANDARD, KRISTA MARIE 



What can the court do for these records?

The owning court should examine the records and correct the name spelling to remove the special character.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK.



SPECIAL CHARACTER EMBEDDED IN NAME  --  There are approximately 112 records where the name contains one or more embedded numeric characters or there is a string of numbers and special characters embedded or suffixed to the name.  In the first condition, these are, again, probably typographical errors and easily corrected.  In the second condition, the strings were not bounded by a paired set of characters making it difficult to programmatically isolate the string.  Examples:



CC C/N    NAME

17 298451 BELL, KO1UISA

27 497881 BEL0IT, JOSH 



What can the court do for these records?

The owning court should examine the records and correct the name spelling.  Change the embedded numeric character to the proper alphabetic character.  For numeric and special character strings, remove the string.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  OK.



SPECIAL CHARACTER “<”  --  There are approximately 5 records where the name contains a ‘less than’ (<) character somewhere in the name; usually following the last name entry.  This is assumed to be a typographical error since the ‘less than’ sign occupies the same key as a comma sign.



CC C/N    NAME

33 098459 GIBSON< ELDON EARL JR  

38 454416 YOUNG,<JONES) BRANDY R.



What can the court do for these records?

The owning court should examine the records and correct the name spelling.  Change the ‘less than’ character to a comma, where appropriate.  Otherwise, delete the character.



WORK GROUP RESPONSE:  Use these rules and send reports to all counties.  Also send Person Business Rules.     

�JCIP Data Conversion

Phase I

May Work Group

ACTIVE Data with no Address









As part of the Phase 1 implementation, the active JUVIS juvenile person data will be converted to the JIS person database.



JIS person database rules require that an address exist for a person.



The active juvenile person address field was examined for the existence of an address.  If no address was found, the record was reported as an exception.



These records must be corrected (the address field must be updated with an address) before they can be converted to the JIS person database.



There were a total of 13,546 active juvenile person records that did not have an address.  The distribution, by county, of active record with no address is shown next. 



�**01�ADAMS�14       ��**02�ASOTIN�20      ��**03�BENTON�152     ��**04�CHELAN�18      ��**05�CLALLAM�13     ��**06�CLARK�530      ��**07�COLUMBIA�4     ��**08�COWLITZ�217    ��**09�DOUGLAS�37     ��**10�FERRY�9        ��**11�FRANKLIN�98    ��**12�GARFIELD�0     ��**13�GRANT�10       ��**14�GRAYS HARBOR�11��**15�ISLAND�31      ��**16�JEFFERSON�8    ��**17�KING�6095      ��**18�KITSAP�612     ��**19�KITTITAS�14    ��**20�KLICKITAT�4    ��**21�LEWIS�34       ��**22�LINCOLN�12��**23�MASON�12       ��**24�OKANOGAN�25    ��**25�PACIFIC�18     ��**26�PEND OREILLE�7 ��**27�PIERCE�434     ��**28�SAN JUAN�7     ��**29�SKAGIT�65      ��**30�SKAMANIA�3     ��**31�SNOHOMISH�583  ��**32�SPOKANE�364    ��**33�STEVENS�9      ��**34�THURSTON�3247  ��**35�WAHKIAKUM�0    ��**36�WALLA WALLA�654��**37�WHATCOM�128    ��**38�WHITMAN�21     ��**39�YAKIMA�19���



WORKGROUP RESPONSE: No, the workload to clean-up missing address records is unreasonable.  All active juvenile records must be converted.
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